


Dave Wrone writes that Jio mentioned cliangoa tin Hoove:-' n Wan-on Conuistiicn testimony 
to you and that you ure interested In documentation. I'm ashamed that A did not think 
of this! This also reminds me that although I h ve no recollection of what is in it. 
whether much or little, I also have one titled "The Director is always right I" 

What Dave refers to is so rich, so informative, so important that I made a 
sujjoct-file oo py of every relevant record discloeed to me. Here's tho story. 

At best Hoover assassinated language whenever ho spoke or wrote. He a 1™ tried 
to allow off, to pretend omniscience. So hd was often veiy wrong. BUt he wu always 
right and always had to be told he was right. If I'Ve not mentioned this, I also used 
an inustretion in my first book, o was dead wrong. But Avon tU>ugh he had no knowledge 

d J' r±tt0n md 8aid * h,! WQ3 told ** Ha explained to hiia gustofaow he was 
right when he was wrong. This "proof" in itself esablishd that he was wrong. Bory! 

When the stenographic transcript of his testimony reaohdothe Pill, they knew 
what to «xpoct and what to do and set about it. In some instances they completely 
rewrote what he d Bald. Ih so: o they made major insertions, of what he had not said. 

How to explain this to him, he who was always light? 

After the extensive revision and rewriting they blamed it all on the court 
reporterl The court reporter said he said what he hadn't said and omitted what ho 
did and made all his grammatical errors and created all his long sentences. 

When I can I'll make copies and I'll send then to B a ve for him to road before he 
send than to you# 

This will mean a fair amount of copying for me but I think it is important 
enough for you to know for your own thinking and understanding, if you have time 
during tho school year to think of your book, for it not to. wait. 

If I haven't 1 want to raise a question*. I'm assuming that you have eoiae 
support in this work and I think you referred to some in the Hiss book. If so I'd 
appreciate being repaid t)» costs booause my only regular income is only #34S a 
month# II ve not yet recovered the coat of printing my last book#) It not I 1 U 
provide copies anyway# 
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K 1 didn't tell you in sending you tho Sartre jewel, there was a teletype 
machine probably in oraw his office I thinkk of tho UH Washington City New 

i Wao fed t0 31111 often stated it. It was not 

TOT +1^ ^ If thero waa anythin* that could be construed as critical of the 

FBI they never laJLod. And he aeons to have relished anything that enabled him to 
moke & craok about tho HJ 9 particularly the AGs# 

™ " r0n !, ala0 8 ^ t De a oopy of ’ ,0ur ^eht To Know," Winter 1*34. with your article 
an the siting on Lleunor Roosevelt. On p. 7 you refer to the wan whose name I could 

ea f lie p the 0116 Sha<1 wns helpiLjg on a book on Hoover, Frank Waldrop. In 
^, N h ° al “° st certainly more than a reporter because he had been an editor of 
tho XI; loa-Herald years earlier# 

Please do not t^dee time to reply now# Whenever you have occasion will be 
time enough# 


Beet wishes. 


